8/a/88 


I'ir. Jolm II. Davis 
20 East 10 at,, 

“eu York, N.Y. 10(»5 

Dear iir. Davis, 

Just a’oout all the questions you raise in your 7/51 are good questions but 
all are based on wliat is said by or attributed to those who have varying reasons for 
^lantxng- tne oa.sxo question to be answered. I do not agree, for example, with 
^; 0 i^ belief tliat hurkley would have raised a stiidc over the disap^jearance of the 
Jxdv autopsy cuitenals the location of wliicli is not now known, if they still exist, 
-nd you represent me as Imving a higlier opinion of Blakey and liis work that I do. 
de was tlioDOUghly incompetent and was saddled by too many other loads, like his 
ori^ial precoiiception vriiicli you share and I regard as untenable. It is obvious, 
lor e::aiaplo, tliat he began \.ath the determination to debtuik all the critics and 
^-“ep'tion, he undertook to do tliat by subterfuges in his approach, ^au* 
can-do a good job tliis way and that is a major problem for the PBI, which, a;tliough 
ha.vzxy; luneasuroably greater poxrer, saddled itself x;ith similar loads. 

1 liave never doubteu tliat Bobby didn t xiant anything he might regard as an 
iiaproper use made of tliis stuff but there is no getting around the fact that, nn^^h 

as stron;: efforts were made to hide it, he said the Commission could have anything it 
w.rinted. ilnything, period. v 

, j-here also is the fact that Svelyh tincbhi was at the Archives for the library, 
v.'/y'j'.ch was and is under it, as all Presidential Cibraries are* 

iiaybe ilovella can provide answers. Certainly leads. 

liarion Johnson's word may or may not be de|jendable. He's been slewing with the 


It" noo to have any question at all. I've experienced th^^^ore it. Then 

-hervJ i:i the eiiamplo I gave you, of the roix3ated funnybusiness wqth the JK tie. He had 
to .oiow about some of it, although he claimed to me tliat he didn t know the knot had 
_een unlaiooted wlien he got it from the Justice building and I'm pretty sure from the FBI. 
nonetheless, by the time ilSCA got it, the knot had been reconstituted. Do you supijose 
o.mson did tliat? Or could liave? Or been ignorant of v?ho could have? Or said a word? 

^'o, I dou^t suspect Judt^e. I do suspect the FBI. 

If Johnson is correct in telling you that someone from GSA would have reported 
the materials missing, no such record surfaced to HSCA and tliere is no such record 
in what was disclosed to me as the result of FOIA requests and litigation. 

-Lou can find motives for different people, including bobby and/or the estate 
ot its executor, but who liad more to hide tlian the FBI? Vdio had a previous record 
much gruater than you know because you lack detailed knowledge of the field and what 
has been disclosed. Did you know, for example, tliat Q15 disapi;ieared and there is no x 
record of it? Or tliat the solo spectrograpMo ^late missing of the supposed exami- 
mtion ot the curbstone? Or tliat none of thf/lragments meet?^^4s official descriptiori? 

Or that ry^zier and the FBI never accounted for xfiiat they removed from CE 399 and until 
I suolced them out, never admitted taking any core specimen? And can't tell you how much 
was talcen or x^hat xjas done xiith it? Or who wasn't interviewed vihen it knew they had to 
oe and wliat it still was able to avoid when asked to make those intervi« 7 s up years 
-ater by the direcTor himself? Surely you know tliat it hid the fact of Oswald's 
tliroat and praised Hosty for iierjuring himself over that. This of tVi-in g often is 
inevitable when you begin with a preconception and bedd your efforts toward validating 
it. Authors have the same problem, often not recojiniaed. Haven’t you had the 
kind of experience in iXllA requests? VJh;'’ should it lie and hide - if it has nothing tO hide' 

Sincerely, 

Harold, Weisberg 








